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followst 


I, MICHAEL J. FLYKH, hereby itlta and deolar* as 




1) 1 am an attorney and a member of the Massachusetts s 

Bar. Since 1979 I have represented numerous individual! 
involved in litigation with the Church of Scientology, including 
Paulette cooper, LaVenda Van scheick, Gerald Armstrong and 
other*. 


l; !j 


2) LaVenda Van sehaick was my first Scientology 
client. Her complaint included claims for fraud, breach of' 
contract, intentional infliction of emotional distress, 
violation of the Federal RICO statute and other claims. There j 
ia little doubt that LaVenda was a victim of Scientology and was 

* .r* ii 

the subject of substantial Scientology harassment, nonetheless, 
she was a difficult client to represent for several reasons. 
First, she had a highly s*leativ* memory. She teemed to 
remember only what she wanted to and we had a difficult time 

ji ' 

obtaining the full story from her. She is also prone to 

! i i J * 

f * 

exaggeration and distortion. In researching her tort claims, ve 

jit! 

sometimes found out that what actually oaourred was the exact 
opposite of what ahe told us. 201 4 P, 7 


3) LaVanda'e emotional state was alio very delicate. 

Although ahe had auffered serious Scientology harassment, she 

believed that everything bad that had happened to her aince shajjhj 

for\ 
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left the organisation was attributable to’ soiantology agents'. 

\ . • ‘ 

she was vary emotional and prone to breaking down when 

» 

questioned about the details of her case, in 1981, after about ‘ 
a year and a half of litigation, she could no longer stand the^ 


pressure of being in Boston and returned to Florida to live with 
her parents. She then had what appeared to be a nervous 


jj i ! i! 


brtAkdown and waa unable to work for about a year# Despite our 

! i 1 

urging, Ms. Van Schaick never sought professional help, 


ill 


4) In early July 1982, Ms. Van Schaick returned to 


U 


: ! • 


I'I f 

Boston for her deposition. This was the first tint she had bein’, 
baok to Boston since leaving for Florida. The deposition was 
schtduled for the 4th of July weekend and I only attended the 
firat morning of the deposition, Saturday, July 3, 1982, David 


f 




Banaah, an associate of my eo-counsel, Wayne Hollingsworth, 

handled the remainder of the deposition while 1 end my family 

» 

went to Lake placid for th® holiday, I do not remember if I 
returned to Boaton before LaVenda's deposition was completed and 


. |f i\ 


she returned to Florida. 


5) At about the aame time, Gerry Armstrong began to i i 

■i' ’i 

send me documents concerning L. Ron Hubbard and the ehureh of 
Scientology. Many of thase documents were similar or identical! 
to other document! I had already eolleoted regarding Hubbard ap 
Saientology, I received about three boxes of materials from Mr 

I 

Armstrong. Thete materials at all times were kept in my office 


. 


in front of my couch. I don't recsll any Armstrong documents 


■|i a 


being stored in the small office naxt to my office nor in other 


2014GB 
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ptrta of our offic«« at 12 Union Wharf• Nor wire th«rt ever 

• . : . : . 

boxes of documents. 




!.! 1 . 


.. . ■ .si; . ( ii 


.6)-Whin LaVenda carat to Boiton for her deposition#tz; 


- Ar 


probably showed h#r some of tht Armstrong documents and told htr 
who Mr. Armstrong wai. Z do not rtcall permitting LaVenda to 
browst through tht doouraenti on htr own and do not hilitvt Z 


would hav* allowed her to do ao. The doouraenti# however# were 
plainly available to anyone who had acceti to ray office# end if 


: ;jk 'I'll 


ii 


ray office were open ihe would have had no problem extraining the 

«< 

materials. 


jll 

7) In August 1982# more than a month after LaVande 1 *^ 
deposition# the California Superior Court ordered us to return] 
all of the documents Mr. Armstrong had given to me. My staff 
and 1 put together all of the doouraenti we could find and lent 

i 

the documents, in their original boxes, to the Los Angeles 
Superior court, as I have stated in my prior Declarations, we 
complied to the best of our ability with the Temporary 
Restraining Order entered by this Court with regard to the 
Armstrong documents. We intended to fully comply with that 
order and I am aware of no violation of the Sealing Order# 
deliberate or Inadvertent# by anyone in our office* To the bes't 

i i 1 

of my knowledge, all of the doouraenti Mr. Armstrong sent me were 

. ; j| 

sent to the Los Angsles superior Court* | 

8) LaVenda returned to Boston in December 1983 for a 

2014Cw 
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\A 


continuation of her deposition* ’This too was a hysterical 




affair, with LaVenda frequently breaking down in the reiddls ofil 

• , ' • • Ip. 

the examination, sometimes for no particular reason* My i\'jL.iE|i£. 

co-counsel and l had to fight each day to get her to return 

the deposition* * 'IffT 


9) she returned again in March 1984 for a court 


i!i! 


:i.-i 


■ 


1 ; t 

■ ! : 


ordered mental and psychiatric examination pursuant to jl||j 

Fed.R.Civ.P. 35* LaVanda refussd to cooperate in taking the 

baaio psychological tests, and was hostile and abusive to the 

\ 

doctors. After an evidantiary hearing, the Magistrate in 
LaVenda's case found that she had "deliberately and wilfully 
attempted to obatruct discovery" and had mada a sham and 


Mi 

out of the entire proceeding." Magistrate Dediacgmo recommended 
that LaVenda*a cate be dismissed as a sanction for her 
deliberate obstruction. A copy of Msgistrate DaQlacomo's 




raoommandation is annexed at Exhibit 1 to my deposition. Judg|p 
Garrity agreed that LaVenda had deliberately intended to 

!'i H 

obstruct discovery, but disagreed with the sanction. LaVenda 


wai required to pay for the coate of a re-examination, since 


ill 


f’i ilt'f. 


LaVenda had no money, I paid the money for her. A copy of Judge; 


Garrity'a Order is annexed as Attachment 2. 


201468 

’ il 


10) In September 1984, LaVenda returned once again tor 

i •; jkl 

Boaton for re-axamination. At that time, we no longer had any 
Armstrong documents in our possession, so LaVenda could not 

ilj h 

possibly have examined them. I have never had numerous boxes of 

:;:i ill 

documents scattered across the floor of my office or the floor : 
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of the offlea next to mine* 
"Armstrong Caae M . 



Nor have I ever had boxes labelled^ 

• i 



s I 



. . .11) _The converaation that LaVenda described in 

paragraph 10 of her Affidavit never oaoursed* except for Court 

i ; III 

document* and public records, I have never received any 
materials from the Internal Revenue Service. Z h&ve never 
reviewed any financial documents for them. At no time do Z ever 
recall discussing any financial documents concerning the Churoh 
of Soientology with L&vendA. I do not recall allowing LaVenda 


to copy any materials in September 1984, and Z do not believe 

;!• '■ || • 

that I discussed documents with her at all. When LaVenda 

p; 

returned to Boston in September 1984 we were very concerned 
about making sure she could get through the second psychiatric H 

examination. Most of the time Z spent with her related to : || 

iii 

preparing her for the examination. Z had her saa Dr. John 

Hit 

Clark, a. psychiatrist, who I thought might be able to assist her 
in handling the atreis of the examination. I have no memory of |ii 

LaVenda seeing any documents during this visit snd 1 am osrtiin.,; 

:! || 

that she could not have copied 3300 pages. 


12) I ntver rsquaated pavia n«n**h u obtain documents 
from LaVenda that I had previously given to her. Nor did I ever 

p 

call LaVenda and ask her to return documents. I, in fact, never 

m 

knew that ahe had any Armatrona documents. I do know, that if 
she did obtain any Armstrong document* from my office, she could 
have only obtained them before any sealing order was entered 
never received any package in the mail from LaVenda containing 

- 2 014 G 9 
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'I •ni 


i.'»* 
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any Armstrong 'documents. 






13) In June 1983, LeVonda returned to Soaton for triil 

. . •• | F r |: 

we dl*cu»*ed many things during that weekend in |±: 
preparation for trial* . At no point did LaVenda tall m# that aha 


of her case. 


had any of the Armstrong documents in her poneaaion* The day 

before we ware scheduled to 90 to trial, June 9, 1985, LaVenda: 

H 

decided to settle the cise. LaVenda, my co-counsel* LaVenda's 

j; 

family and I had lengthy discussiom regarding whether we shou 
go to trial or not. The pros and cons of going forward were j 
debated at langth and the decision was not an’'easy one* 
nonetheless, once LaVenda daoidad to aettle the case aha was 
extremely happy. She waa very content to have the matter 
resolved and she was pleased with the amount of money the, 
herself, would be receiving. Both her father and myself 
compromised the amount of money LaVenda owed us in order to 
sure there was sufficient money for LaVenda. She willingly 
accepted the amount and returned to Florida extremely happy 


*f 


! i 
[| 




14) A few days after the settlement, Lavendt called me 

to let me know that she was very happy with the settlement and 

: :: 

to thank me. The next few times she spoke with persons in our; 

11 

office she seemed happy and content. She told us she was 

» 

planning to buy a house with her settlement proceeds and the 

A 

future looked rosy. Shortly thereafter, however, LaVenda 1 a 

• SS" I 

call* became more demanding and auspicious. She wanted a 

detailed acoounting of the expenses in her case, which we sent fl 

j- 

to her. She named unhappy that so much money had been spent 1 0 


i 


201470 






























1 

2 

3 

74 

5 

0 

7 

S 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

20 




her out, but did not m*ke any ■ pacific complaint!.' She then/'" 

• 1 • ‘ 
let u* know that she wai new unhappy with tha settlement and aha 

* * i . 

fait tha ctat ahould htva gene to trial. Sha baliavod aha 7_I7_. 
should hava received more money.'7she also lot ua know that aha 1 
was having a lawyer review tha documents we prepared and that/ 
for soma reason, aha no longer trusted u*. I 




p I 

15) It became apparent that LaVenda quickly want = 
through tha money aha received in aattlamant of her case. Tha 
deal to buy a house fell through. She began moving around a 

r 

great deal again. Sha began to make hyaterioal oalls to my 

1 pi 

office, claiming that aha was being harassed worse than aver and 

hoping that we too were being harassed because we had settled j 

ft f 

her case against her will. This later claim was ridioulous. 

fi ti ; ' 

in 

: 

16) The conversation LaVenda olaims occurred in August ! 
1985 never happened. I never requested her to return any 

it | 

documents, nor did I aver tell her she could go to jail if Ihe fy 
possessed any documents. As I have stated before, I had no > J ; 

: :j ! r 

indication at that time that LaVenda even had any Armstrong 
documents, in fact, during this time, I am not oartain I had a 

) i 

way to get in touch with LaVenda. She began to move around a 

• I ! 

lot and our office did not have her telephone number* 


17) One Saturday afternoon in June 19SS I received 
call from Gerry Armstrong, who was working as a paralegal in our 

• , m 

office. Hr. Armstrong told me that LaVenda had called and 
claimed she had Armstrong documents which she was going to 

201471 i"/. 
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txpose to the press, LaVenda hid ieft'a Humber, tnfl I. calitd ! her 


•I-M. 


ixpoii 

back. She repeated tht threats jih|.'had made to Mr♦’ Armstrong to 

»*.'.** • 

me. I told htr that tht alligations wtrt false, that she never 
rtctivtd any Armstrong documents from mo undtr improper ."S-^ 
oivovunAtano**. Z told her Z auspsated the SelentslefisfcS had T “ ; 
put htr up to thii and then Z told htr that Z aaaumtd she was 
being paid for making up theta falat stories, Indeed, the 
aimilarity between the false tales LaVenda was manufacturing and 
the perjurious claims made by Paulette Cooper in the affidavits 
Scientology purchased from Cooper made it plain that no mart 
coincidence was involved. Z told LaVenda that she could say 
whatever the wanted and file whataver she felt she had to file, 

1 also let her know, however, that if I discovered that she had 
bean paid for perjury, I would notify the appropriate law 
enforcement agencies* 


ft; 


i- 


(|i;i 

: i !. 1 


18) It is very ironic the churoh of soientology is now :ii 
relying upon LaVenda*# affidavits, Tor years, the Church of 
Scientology publicly claimed that LaVenda waa a liar and that 

;i i 

her affidavits could not be trusted, Annexed is Attaahmsnfc 3 to :!|.i 

■ s 

my Affidavit la a guardian 1 # office program relating to 
LaVenda. The first page makes it olear that tht Guardian 1 a 

, ■ | ill.! 1 - 

office itaelf considered LaVenda to be a "chronio liar 1 *. Z am 

| 

also enclosing a copy of a prass release the Guardian's Office 
circulated in response to LaVenda*■ Affidavit filed in her 

■ 1: ‘; J 

cast. The release accussa LaVenda of thaft, dishoneaty and 

j ;! 'I! 

other crimes. Ita entire import is that LaVenda's. affidavits 

! ■ 

cannot bo trusted under any clraumatanc.,. „ 

201472 
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19) LaVenda has been unstable, mercurial and 


my 

.•Nr 


emotional. . Nonetheless/ Z believed she'had been harmed by’ the 
Church of Scientology and my co-counsel and I did our beet to ‘4f: 
try and help her. We recognised/ however/ that her instability” 

jjjji 

made her an unpredictable client/ at best/ and one who could not 
be trusted with sensitive information. While ve kept her 
informed with the progress of her lawsuit, neither my colleagues 
nor myself would trust her with sensitive information. Z cannot 
believe any of my co-counsel would ever violate a court order 

f 

and have no reason to suspeot any of them have. NonetheleiS/ 


the last person tny of us would give sensitive information to 
would be LaVenda Van flchaick due to her unpredicability. 


ill 

I ! 


i . i 


20) Similarly/ the allegation that I or my oo-couneepL 
may have sold sealed Armstrong documents to Ell SPltael or other 

* | I ] 

media outlets is ridiculous, sinoe I began litigating against , 

ij M 

the church of Scientology/ Church employees have stolen 20,000' i 

' . 'll 1 ! 

documents from my trash, have infiltrated my office with phony 

clients, have placed me under extensive surveillanoe by their 

own Guardian's Offica members and by private detectives hired by 

them, and have even tried to frame me for the forgery of a 2 

Million Dollar check. For years I have suapeoted my telephone' 

is being tapped. The Church of Scientology has mads it dear ;i.j 

* 

that they want to eliminate me from this litigation by any means 

' H 1 *' 

whether through disqualification motions, lawsuits filsd against 
me, or framing me for crimes. Under such circumstances , I would 
have to be insane .to violate a aourt order for money, 201473^ 
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particularly by giving sealed'dtebuments to media outlet where 


.1 :, b‘ 


there would be very few other aourcee for the documents. Z have 

♦ ' '- ; M 

never given Any seeled documenta to any media organisations, nor 
would X allow"any of my associate attorneys to do so.* My offide 


has documents sealed in other Scientology cases and we have 


. . |S 

always taXen the greatest care to Insure those documents are not 
disseminated. In this case, of course, when we do not even 
possess the Armstrong documents, it would have been impossible 
for us to sell sealed documents to jjII Spiegel 


I DECLARE UNDER THE RAINS AND IENALTIZ8 Of PERJURY 

































